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Mr. FOHN ENTY. 


# > 


* 


Could eaſily perceive by your 
late Piece * * 
that you are ſtrongly per- 
ſuaded not only that you are 
right in your Notion of the 
rinity; but likewiſe that 


Gentleman will give you an 
7 his Reply to you: good an 
Opinion of his Prudence, eaſily to believe he will 
do it now, when it my expoſe him to Danger, 
1 8 ST 'S e AS 


be as ſhorr as will conſiſt with 
Mall proceed to lay down my Propoſitions, when 


. 8 
4 
3 a 1 
3 * 
5 * 
£ 
+ 


as 7 not e wy this Time, 


I have taken 3 och > nt you 24 


out any Nams,. and fo, Fl without 
Danger. Lis that Prut 
may be lied 0 out, and I . not but think it 
was pity a Man ſo willing to write, ſhould want 
a Handle. "Tis ſible this may. draw me into 
a long Controveriy but chin L ougkht nod to 
grudge any ms / the Service of Truth. 1 
deſign not any farther Addreſs to you, than what 
is contain'd in this Introduction; and therefore 
ſhall here take Leave to deſire your Anſwer ma 
3 ſo 


I have firſt aflur'd you that I am 
Dur Humble Servant, &e. 
ers i 4% 


There is but One God. 
In this Propoſition the Term God is maniſellty 
to be underſtood in the moſt eminent Senſe, as 
ſignify ing a ſell· ex iſtent, or underived--1 


dent, abſolutely perfect Being? Lis allowed. | 
that in a lower Senſe, There are Gods my, 1 Cr. 


viii, 5. not only falſe Gods, as the Deities: were, 


which the Hearhens worſhip dz but ſuch alſo, . 


as might in a Senſe be call d truiy Gods, they 
being ſo called by God himſelt in the Scripture. 
In the general both Sides are agroed-concerning.. 
this Propoſition ; and indeed tis a firſt and fun- 
dumental Principle of all Religion, both Natural 
and [Reveal'd.. The wiſer Heathens were ſen- 
ſible of it, and tis often expreſly aſſerted in the 
Old and New Teſtament. However *twas not 
— to take Notice of it, becauſe "4 


i] 


ee 
. 


% 


1 
ſack =. Fil- Frineif . ought to be made 4 
Standard to all other Principles and act n 


and nothing is to be admitted for Tru 
11 e u with it. Fn e 


F I{YLES: 1. 2 


tue Faber of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is : 
the One God. 


Nor do our ? kbeifities ded 55 this Proj Scion; 


it being plain in the Holy Scriptures; But then 


they tell us, that there are others beſide him 
who are the One God, as well as he. I add 
therefore, 


PROPOSITION .* 


That the Father of our Lord J efus 
Chriſt is alone the One God. 


Here begins our Difterence, our Adverſaries 


_ aſſerting, that not the Father alone, but that He 


and the Son and Holy Ghoſt are together the 


One God. Now, as 2 — Unity of God is a 


moſt certain Principle, both of Natural and Re- 
veal d Religion, nothing that does in the leaſt. 
ſeem to comradict it, or to be inconſiſtent with 
ir, ought to be allow 'd to be true, unleſs it be 
moſt Plainly and expreſly revealed in the Scrip- 


| tures. When I think of God, I think of one in- | 
N relligent Agent or Being: but to ſay, that one 


intelligent Agent or Being is three imelligens. 
Agents or Beings, is ſeemingly. (not to ſay, as 


| might, manifeſtly) a Contradiction. I cannot. 
thereſore be bound to believe, that more than 


one ſuch Being can be the One God, unleſs I. 
find it expreſſy declared by God Madel, But 
is there any thing like this in the Scripture? 
Our Saviour moſt expreſiy aſſerts the Father 
9 is the true God, and that in Contradiction 

0 


. / ft ifz...cs.: "a \ 


ES 


to himſelf, John £6, . 257 they m be know 
Tar | the Father to 188 ng ] % 
andy tris God, en % CN ae ſent.” 
Why ſhould he not have ſaid, That t ht they 5 
know thee, myſelf, and the Holy Ghoſt 

true God, if = had r- What 

Nor is St. Paul leſs ex 


that he ſhould | 
2 clearly inform us, who the One God is, 
x Cor. viii. 4. 5, 6. We know that an Idol is no- 
thing in the World, and that there is none other 
God but One. Fir though there be that are called 
Gods, whether in Heaven or in Earth ( as there le 
Gods many, and Lords many) yet to 1 there is but 
one God the Father, ' of whom are all things and 
ue in him; and. one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom 

are all things, and ue by him. If the "Apoſil ſtle un- 
derſtood this Matter, © as there Was but one de- 
puted Lord of all, and that was Jeſus Chriſt; ſo 
there was but one Supreme God, and that was 
the Father. Nor would 4 he h have expreſs'd himſelf 
as he has done, thereby to lead ab frm into a dange - 


; wy Xe ſs, > pr 
t expect, + any Sc 


rous Miſtake (as tis now call'd) had he 1 a 
ed that the Father, Son, and Holy Gt were the 


one God; but he would have ſaid as much as'twas 
very e eaſy for him to have done. 7 ang 
diſtinguiſhes the One God and Father 

the one Spirit, and the one Lord, Epheſ.'iv. 4, 5,6 
We have therefore the moſt expreſs Acts: 
both of Chriſt and his inſpir d Apoſtle, that the 


Father only is the one God. And if our . 


verſaries can produce ſo much as one Tan 2 
ö TY ure, that ſays the Father, Son, and 
conſtitute tfie One God, or wherein the 


God can'be plainly prov'd to denote more — 
one of theſe three Perſons, I will honeſtiy yield 
them the whole Cauſe. But if they are not able 
to do this, as I am well ſatisfy'd they are not, 


they. 


a 2 
15 
9 
* 
we -. 
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3 
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id 0 E 
e Aſſertions, 


| Article of all Religion. 


4”. 'F 2 WE: 


Por re IV. 


The Wong, or Logs, was an Intel- 
Fu Agent or Being, Mic en 1 the 
ne God, the Father 
One would (think this Propoſition 
5 be in the leaſt queſtion d 


thoſe that read, un- 


derſtand, and believe — Bibles. When St. 


John tells us, Chap. i. 1. The Mrd was with 


God; can we chink he means, that the Won p 


Vas with himſelf ? Is there any Senſe in ſuch 
an Ex i? % Or: 34 

Thing that a Perſon of the loweſt Capacity 
needs to be told? Can an one need to be 
told that a Being is with itſelf | Should we not 
count a Perſon ridiculous, that ſhould: talk after 


ſuch : a Rate? And ſhall;we give Way to the 


Thought, that an A under the immedi- 
2 of the infallible' Spirit, ſhould be 
capable of uſing ſuch a ſuperfluous, "needleſs 
| Expreſſion? When the fame Perſon ſays of him, 
wer, 18. That he was in the Beben of the Father ; 


does he mean, that he was in his own Bofom ? 


Does not this 9 him and the Father to 
be two really . When God is 
ſaid to create all things by 


Meaning, that God created all Things himſelf 
immediately, without the Intervention of any 
one by whom he made them? When Chriſt ſays 
of himſelf, John vi. 38. I came down from Hea- 
vm mt to do my own Will, but the Will of him 


that 


we ſhould. pb a 
| vance their fallible Rea-- 
ſonings into Articles of Faith, and at the ſame; 
Time ſeem to give up a certain fundamental 


15 im, Ephef. iii. 9. 
Heb. i. 2. Is this only to amuſe. us? Is the 


] 


"TY TEETER a 4.3 


er jap os can he 
| 1 the Being 


— bach df allows 3 nr 
js 41. e Agent U 


a e be ſaid in oe 42 
Trl 
with t atner, is a 
- from the Father. this 18 4 en 


of Men's own making, ind hot delwerd in the 
Scriptures, they are 1 to exphin what, 
mean by it. Pill do this, the Talk 
of a Perſon is a mere and the Nation We 
muſt have of it muſt (rr ag marr poor 
ſides, whoever is ſent muſt be a rral Being, and 
if che Being of the Son and of the Father is the 
ſame, the Heing of the Son cannot be ſent, but 
the Being of the Father muſt be ſent alſo. [fk 


„ 
Le that. dhe sos in he e 


ing with the Father, is really an i 
ing, that he is the Father, and ow : 
+1 ir e awd he 4. s | : 
bold, 7 2250 only the humans 
441 re o Under 13 Sela nfildeves I 

. 15 © owns: = 


Ws Terms. of this, h 
2 * be the Stcinjan Alle eo; ut it ap- 
pears to me 3 Contr: 55 to the whole Te- 
nour of the Goſpel. His bein with the Father, 
in the Boſom * the Father, paving a Glory 
With the Father before the World was, his bein 
employ'd by the Father in creating, all Thing: 
his cor ng. down from ch not to 1 


— PE EW ww 


2 


him Honour at all. They ma 


AG 12 hays 
* * beſide the en 4 


260; 


his own, but * Father's Will; theſe Things, 1 


ſay, as much beſpeak him to be a diſtin Be- 
| ig tom the Father, as Words can well do it. 


can I fall in with the common Opinion, 
becauſe it ſeems to me to overthrow the? whole 
Scheme of the Chriſtian Religion, upon which 
all my Hopes are built. I would not be under - 
ſlood to inũnuate hereby, el the Perſons I op- 
000 have 15 3 5 againſt berate. 7 


1 1 ante; voor Men how a 
Concern to advance the Honour of Chriſt, to 
whom we are are under ſuch enge whey: or 
tions, and therefore repreſent him as the | 
God : but then it ought ſeriouſly to be con- 
fider'd by them, whether this Honour they would 


give him be real. While they ſpeak of him as 


9 gre — — with the 

e Honpur $ 22 
Father; but unleſs „ 

a diſtinct Being from the Father, they really irs 

may indeed honour. 

ne Nature. of Enki, ut beſide thar 

ur not any Nature, but that of the 


ler this Conſideration does not à little 
Zeal and Eagerneſs of our Adyerſaries 
el. We are all agreed, that Chriſt 
an, and there was a 1 Preſence of 


= ores me God, (that is, according to our 
* * the Father) with his humane Na- 


I don't ſee that our Adverſaries do really 
than this. But we farther ſay, 


ſpe- 


(1. 


4295 Inbabiration of a diſtin intelligent A- 
1 Being, the ny or Word, who was 


ET the Father” And why ſhould they be ſo an- 
gry with us for this? not many amon 7 | Y 
- Jes a Neceſſity to allow ſomewhat of th | b 
ture. ? Why elſe do they ſhew themſelves 10 wi 
fond of a ſtrange Notion, of our Saviour's ha- 2 
1 Soul Which exiſted before the World was? 
Wh hy ſhould they be fo difpleas'd with us, that 
| 7 | 55 once 6 9 fy in the Scripture, we. peak of 
{ 


cad, of talking of ſuch a P ang ds Soul, ne: 
a. mote poble and excellent Nature 620 to 
= Es cee to N 5 ourſelves in 5, nba 
if Terms, and calling that Nature the Lagos, 
Was of Cod For, as to the Preſence of 


5 | God with,” and his Influx upon, the 
„ ey 2 5 let chem ſuppoſe it as extra- 
| * Peaſe, we haye no Controverly 
8 | | S 3 8 
3h "OT 7 eb vr. © 
1 That the Term God is not ſos — 
1 riated to the Supreme God, as never to 
5 FRO to other Beitigs. 3 
j LOI is NP, 4 ith Re- 
to Pr riters. The Bilan 


N ö . 2 hg boy ove 


| d but one Supreme. 
* | er did not ſtick ou — an 4 - 
1 Eran | Bei or Powers, whom in 
5 rior 11 to bis Nor es the Pro- 
[ ertain with reſpect to 0 the. Sacred 
_ = 12 9 dis our principal Buſineſs to take 
1 ice of, _ 
1 Thus 650 himſelf ſays to Miſes ; Exod: iv. 16. 
1 Halt be to him ( that is Aaron) a Cad. 


. der res tare if, LY ſecs Cafe, ren- 
E = e to him inſtead of a 
F ; de Hedrew Expreſſion is the face thar God 


bet of Childs being che. 


5 
— 
3 5 
+ 
”— 
4 
> Y 
> 
* 
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(11) 
ty, uſes concerning himſell, as particularly, _ 


Chap: vi. J. Hud I vil be so uu God, Ang let 
my 5 here obſerve. by the Way, chat as it appears 
from this Place of Scripture not) to be abſurd 0 
of one who it nat the gu | 
Hood has a delegated Power and Authority from 
him, as being a God to a Perſon :; ſo — 
me S, 
that Thomas ſaid to him, my God. Again, God 
a * the. Moſes; C vii. 1.7 Cee, 1 have 
F 
* OT 2118 an 4 

SY 1 4 ile Thief. be mt fund, hun the Maſter 
Houſe ſhall be brought to the: God Ver. 9. 
| 255 2 both Parties ſhall come before the (goir, 
and be: Gods 1 be » ball poy 


_ ſe the Ruler, of thy, Pogo, law all chele 
Haces in the two laſt cite, —— 
God" is uſed. for Judges, and ſo tis render d in 
our woo} > ag in all but the laſt of them, but in 

a tis Gods: and ſo gur Okt Tranflavion 
informs the Reader in the Margin, though our 
ent Tranſlation takes no Not ice of it. In ate 
me Senſe is the Word ſed} 1 Fam. ii. a 1 


ES 


Wi ety inſt another, the \ Judge ( deb. | 
22 him : but if a Man ſin aga —_— 
rk iim him ? Where; hy 


© the Name God in the plural 
a "Ward - ſingular CTR * 
wind. is 3 Evidence of the. Weakneſs of che 
Argument, which ſome uſo to prove a Trinity 


T7 8 
wap 3-t 


. 


(12) 
In the Pſalms likewiſe is the Term God fre- 
25 uſed for others beſide the Supreme God. 
8 Blah viii. 3. Thou haſt made him a little 
ſotuer than the Gods, or the Angeli, as we render 
it with the Apoſtle, Hab. ii. 6. Pſalm xcvii. 
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Wirſhip'him all ye Gods, that is, all ye Ang 
Hs! 6. Thus, "Pſalm exxxviii. 1. fore the 
, Gods wil 1' ing Praiſe unto thee, that is before the 
" Angels, as the Seventy render it. To which 1 
ſuppoſe St. Paul might refer, when he/- urges 
upon Chriſtians a decent Deportment in the 
Worſhip of God, becauſe of the Angels, 1 Cov. ai. 
10. Thus Pſalm lxxxvi. 8. Among the Gods there 
is none like unto theo, that is, as the Cha/dee ex- 
- plains it, among the glorious Angels, Again, 
Pſalm lxxxii. 1. God flandeth in the Congregatin of 
. the mighty, he judgeth among the Gods, Ver. 6. 1 
„ bade ſaid, Te are Gods, and all of. you Children of 
'#he moſt 'High.\ This our Saviour explains, John 
'X. 34, 355 36. I it not written in your Law, I ſaid, 
| je art Gods ? If | be called them Gods to whom 
| 5 [the Word | of God came, aud the Scripture -carmot 
4 ſunctiſied, and ſent into the World. Thou H 
\Phemeſt ; becauſe 2 an the Sun of God A 
|- Commiſſion therefore from God, is, according 
to the Scriptures, a juſt Reaſon for a Perſon's 
+heving this Title given him. And fince it does 
not appear that al the Angels have a conſtant © 
_ (ated Authority and Dominion committed to 
them by God, however they are occaſionally 1 
employ d by him; and yet this Name is —4 to 
them al, Pſalm xcvii. 7. it ſeems neceſlary to 
ſuppoſe there is another Reaſon, why ſuch as are 
not the Supreme God may have this Title of 
Gods beſtowed upon them; and that is, the tran= 
ſcendent Excellency and Strength of a bv" rh F 
And both theſe Reaſons are abundantly ſuſſici- 
ent to juſtify our Saviour's being called God, 


N rn bo + © 0m 11x61 + 1 OS. Er os 
— 3 
* „ 
— * ** 4 


Un). 


_ of his not being the 
preme God. By is 1t Traue at the 
producing Texts wherein he is called God, is 
bot enough to decide our Controverſy ; unleſs 
ie can be proved, that he is called God in the 
dem Senſe that the Father i * or that de! is the 
; One God. 

Ts Ts - WIL 


1 is not repreſented in the Scrip- 
= vile: as * to God. 

I think cwould be very b * hs 
one to attempt to confute this Propoſition /by 
the Teſtimony of the Fews, who when they had 
a Mind to kill our Saviour, cavill'd at his Words; 
and becauſe he ſaid, God was his, Father, would 
needs have it that he made himſelf equal uith Gad, 
John v. 18. Their Way of Reaſoning was very 
abſurd, and ſuch as our Saviour's Aſſert ion did 
not give them any Ground for. Beſides, tis 
diſclaim'd by him in his Anſwer, when he ſais, 


= and that ſolemnly, Verily, verily, the Son can de 


nothing of Ry This would have been Blaſ- 
phemy, if it had been ſaid of the Father; and 
1 of himſelf as a Son. And 
ge, whether Chriſt would bs 


- 


one 3 
ee 4 Soo, who 
ented him a Son, w 
Dn hone God his Father 

There is another Text commonly 55 
an Aſſertion of Chriſt's being equal with 
and were our Tranſlation ju 


a aony 
do 


to our Adverſaries Purpoſe ; Phil. ii. 6. Wd be- 
ing in the Form e God thought it no R y 
to le equal with God. But 'this Text is given 
up by many of the moſt learned of our Adverſa- 
ries, who own it ſhould be render d, Ibo being 


rae not aſſume to le 19 1. or 


therefore, cill me ocher plain Aflertions are 


together: uch 45 


1 14 ) 
de Go ne loin 
is v ubtful, no Streſs ought to u 

1 can we reckon ſug a Text ſufficie — 
decide what is an Article of, Faith, I thi 


6d 
Truch of the Pre 


Poros! ron 


ure 40. the contrary, the 
tition ought to be allowed. 


| VIII. | 
The ſame dbfolute: Per feſtions are mot 


— to Chriſt, which-are $0 che Fr 
Is nn „1 „„ 1 + N 


Curiſt is nover enters as wndetiver 


or independert; but always 1 


Sen, cr the Farber, receiviryy all by a Coin 


munication from him, as living by the Father, 


Father. Nor is it ſ inn ant he: head et 


e | 5 | 11 
leads e e conſider” 8 


done by doth in che ſame Manner ; but 


the Father as the primary and 
0 by the Son. . the. 5 


Thus E the World 
is ſomerirges aſcribed. to the Father; and fome- 
thi the Soa: but the Manner in 7 

to be underſtood, is to be learn d . 


tho Texts with 1 77 1 25 
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Thins 


end ating by d Power dori ved 2 * from che 1 


„ 


* 


q A 
1 of of judging rhe Yar Wore 228 And in 


e 


| lated to the e Nature; but as to any 


oe e 


Voll) deny it 


and was made. in the Likeneſs of Meu: And being 


„CCC ²³¹Ü ww eee, Tied 4 ewe af afice 


(8). 


Thing by Jefus Chriſt. Ht. i. 2. By whom-alſo - 
he made the World. The like may be obſerved 
the new Creation, and the Work of 
ation, of the giving the Holy Spirit, and 
» We 
viqur did 


Work which our 


= may a 
6 | of Hime elf. Let any one produce a Text where 
j che contrary is aſſerted ; or where tis imply d, 


that our Saviour did any thing withoat a Power 


=" from the Father, 


Poros Tton * 


05.08 Word was not "barely 
_ Fleſh, but was truly 
by iohabiting and dwelling 1 in 


The 
N tn 
made Fleſh 


Fleſh, atid actuating 3 5 1 
Many now 12 * | 
crew ed on in the Ward's 


per Union of the Word with Fleſh, if they 59 
they ent very doubrſuy of it | 
Þ wi this to bo f Wires „and contrary 
ro the following Texts of Scripture: Jon i. 14- 
The Word was made Fl Rom. viii. 3. God fans 


| % e. Reſt: | 22 4 
of Time was, come, G — 

4 Woman, made . the 
Law. 1 . 77 8. I imſelf of no Repu- 
tation, and took unon him. the Form of a Servant, 


found in Fu an as a Nan, he. humbled himſelf, aud | 
become unto Death, &c; Heb. xi. 14. 7 
aſmuch then as the Children were partalers 0) 5 
aud Blood, he alſo. himſelf taok part of the 
Hd bs kee oy e See 
there had been na Need of his coming 
from Heaven; for a Relation there mi 
Have, been between him and Fleſh without it. 


St. 


ad, every Spirit that 3 i 
is come in the 7 is of God. s every Spirit 3 
| has co ſeth not that Jeſus Chriſt i is come in the } 
is not of God : and this is that Sirit F 
Antichriſt, whereof ye have heard . that it 
come, „ N on i is in the Wild And 
aing 2 br. many Deceivers are entre 
| = the World, who confeſs not that Jeſus Chyiſt is 
come in the Fleſh, This is 6 Dagiver an an 
; N _ |; TT 
Sr 


The Authority and Dominion which = 
belong to our Saviour, does not ariſe i 
lately and recefſarily from any 
eſſential Right of the Logos or Word, 
and ſo — the Union of the Logos 
with humane Fleſh, but from the ft 
of the Father. | wi P *Y 
1 think this Propolition'f is n uſe 3 
Scripture no where, at leaſt that I know of, 
e his Authority upon any beſides 
the Gift of the Father. I deſire they w a 
the contrary would produce ſo much as 
clear Text to maintain their Opinion. L al 9 
not in this Caſe much regard any thing but 
ain Scripture Teſtimonies : ' ef y malt 
be little mov'd with the Diſcourſe of any, who 
bo the Thing in Queſtion, or will argue upon 
the 2 of Chriſt's being the Supreme 
85 e eee e 
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1 would farther here, for the Sake of ſuch, tabe 


notice of a Difficulty in their Scheme, which it 
ſeems highly neceſſary they ſhould clear; and that 
is, That if the Authority of Chriſt was owing to 


his being the ſupreme God, it mult ſo neceſſarily 
and eſſentially belong to him, and that in the 


highe Ne as that there could be no poſſible 
is 


E1 ſt 
Z Room for his having any Authority given to him 


at all, He could not poſſibly ever have been 
without ſupreme Authority; and a Gift of what 


a Perſon has, and cannot but have, would be 


vain. If our Adverſaries Opinion were true, 
his Authority and Dominion muſt neceſſarily re- 
ſult from his Nature as the ſu God; and 


the Authority of the Man Chriſt Jeſus muſt, 


without any Gift at all, immediately flow from 


the Union of the two Natures ; that is, it muſt 


neceſſarily belong to him when he dwelt in Fleſh, 


as well, and as much, as before. Let it be ſup- 


ſed, as for ought I ſee it may, according to our 
dverſaries Notion, tho' I confeſs it cannot, ac- 
cording to mine; let it, I ſay, for once be ſup- 
poſed, That the Father had been incarnate : Can 
any one think that an Incarnation could have 


made the leaſt Alteration in his Right to Domi- 
nion? Would he have needed any. Gift of Au- 


thority from the Son and Spirit? So in like man- 
ner, if the Son were the ſupreme God, he could 


not be without ſupreme Authority, nor could he 


have any Authority communicated or delegated 


to him. 
3 Beſides, if the Authority of Chriſt reſulted 
from the Supremacy of the Logos or Wor p that 


was incarnate, he could not when incarnate have 
more Authority at one Time than at another ; 


Which yet we are ſure is falſe in Fact, 4 Power 


both in Heaven and Earth being peculiarly given 


Philip. ii. 9. 


to him at his Reſ urrection, Matth. xxviii. 18. 


"— Pro- 


1 
Pxoyos:TiON XII. 
Chriſt is to be worſhiped. - 
In this Propoſition both Sides are in the main 
M_ and the Thing is evident 4 

exts of Scripture: ſome of which 1 have 


PxoyosITION XIII. 


Jeſus Chriſt in both Natures, and not- 
in one only, is to be confider'd as the Þ} 
Object of that Worſhip which Chriſtians 
are to pay to him. | f 
Our Adverſaries care not to ſpeak plainly 
concerning this Matter. The Notion they have 
of Worſhip, and upon which they would eſtabliſh 
their Scheme, will not allow that Worſhip is to 
de given to any but the Supreme God; and tis 
acknowledg d that the humane Nature of Chriſt 
is not the Supreme God; and therefore the na- 
tural Conſequence of their Opinion is, That 
the humane Nature of Chriſt has no Intereſt or 
Concern in our Worſhip. Hence when they are 
urg'd, they ſometimes avoid explaining > Feng 7 
ſelves, and at other times deny that their Wor- 
ſhip has a Reſpect to the humane Nature ß 
- , Chriſt, but ſay they worſhip the Divinity thro' ! 
the Humanity. But if we follow the Direction 
of the Holy Scriptures, rather than the uncer- 
tain Fancies of Men, we cannot well avoid ace 
| knowledging the Truth of the e The 
Object of our Worſhip is Jeſus Chriſt; and cer- 
ꝛainly that Name includes both his Natures: 
and what can be plainer, than that we are to 
conſider him in both as the Obje& of our Wor- 
ſhip? Let the Words of the Apoſtle concerning 
+ - Chriſt Jeſus be here weigh'd. Phillp. ii. 8, 9. 
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The grand Reaſon the Scripture gives, 
. why we are to worſhip 


* 


(19) 


10. Being fund in Faſhion as a Man, he humbled 
himſelf, and. became obedient unto Death, even the 
Death of the Croſs. Wherefore God alſo hath highly 


"exalted him, and given him a Name above every 


Name, that in the Name of ſeſus every Knee 
ſhould bow, c. The Perſon then who was 
obedient unto Death, the Death of the Croſs, 


who was crucified, and was capable of bang 


exalted, and actually was highly exalted, 
had a Name given him above every Name, (which 


things cannot be ſaid of the Father) he, I ſay, 
is here repreſented as the ; Jo of Worſhip. 


Fhus our Saviour alſo, John v. 22, 23. For 
the Father judgeth no Man, [viz. immediately] but 
hath committed all Judgment to the Son : that all 
Men fhould honour the Son, as they honour the 
Father, Now to whom is it that the Father 
bath committed all Judgment? Is it not to the 
Man Chriſt Jeſus? Does not our Saviour ſhew, 


this v. 27. where he ſays, The Father hath given 


him Authority to execute Judgment, becauſe he is 
the Son of Man? How commonly do our Ad- 
verſaries plead, that tis the humane Nature of 
Chriſt that is to judge the World, urging that 
Text, As xvii. 31. He hath appointed a Day in 
the which he will judge ir World in Righteouſneſs, 
by chat Man whom be hath ordain'd ; whereof he 
bath given Aſſurance to all Men, in that he hath raiſed 
him from the Dead 7 It then all Judgment is com- 
mitted to Jeſus Chriſt as Man, it muſt follow 


from the Text in John, that we are to honour 


the Man Chriſt Jeſus, as we are to honour the 
Father ; and conſequently our Worſhip and Ho- 
nour is to be directed to Chriſt in both Natures. 


PROrOosITIoN XIV. 


the Son, is, becauſe 
WF: the 


(200 


the Father * appointed us to do ſo, and 
has given him a Right to our Worſhip P» 

In this Propoſition 1 do not conſider the Rea- 
ſon of the Father's intment. Had not 
Chriſt been a Perſon of tranſcendent Excellen- 
cies no doubt the Father would have never or- 
der d us to pay him ſuch Honour, as he has in 
the Goſpel. But all that T conſider here in 

this Place is, the formal Reaſon why we are to 
worſhip Chriſt, which appears to me to be no 
other than what is aſſign d in the Propoſition, 
the Appointment of the Father. That this is one 
Reaſon for it, is evident from the 4 — cited 
under the ſoregoing * tion. who 
are poſitive in 1 that tis 10 2 anly 
one, ought to produce Places of Scriptures, nere 
the Worſhip which Chriſtians are to give to 
Chriſt, is founded upon ſome other Conſidera- 
tion. I would deſire our Adverſaries to try if 
they can produce any one Text of Scripture, in 
which, according as their Scheme p ires, We 

P 


are directed or injoin'd to worſhi * be- 

cauſe he is the Supreme 

| PzxoPoOSITION. RV. 7% 

All the Honour and Worſhip we are to 
ive to Chriſt, ought to be ultimately re- 
er'd to the F ather, and to terminate upon 

. and conſe vently is not ſupreme, 

but fl ubordinate Warſhip, _ 

This is evident, becauſe, 1. The "LIK" Rea- 
fon of our giving it to him is the Command of 
the Father, and therefore is an Act of Qbedi- 
ence to the Father. If the only Reaſon of our 
piving it was, becauſe the Son claim'd it, or 
becauſe he claim'd it for himſelf, and not for 
the Glory of his Father, as an higher End, then | 
our r Wotſþip would ultimately terminate ** : 
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the Son: but ſince. Chriſt claims it only by 


| Virtue of the Father's Grant, and ſeeks not his 
don Glory chiefly, but the Glory of him who 
ſent im, our "Worſhip muſt neceſfarily be ter- 
minated in God the Father. . 
; we are directed to 


2. There is no Worſhi 6 
pay to Chriſt, wherein he is not to be conſider d 
as the Mediator, by whom we are to come to 


God: and certainly God muſt be the ultimate 


and chief Object of all ſuch Worſhip. | 


3. St. Poul is molt expreſs in thus referring all 


— 

=. 

the Worſhip we give to the; Son ultimately to 
_ 

"x 


the Father, Thus, Phil. ii. 9, 10, 11. Hherefore alſo 


God hath highly exalted him, and given him a Nam 


which is aboue. every Name; that in the Name of 
Jeſus every Knee ſhould bow, of Things in Heaven, 


and Things in Earth, and Things under the Earth z 
and that every Tongue ſhould confeſs, that Jeſus 
Chriſt is Lord, to the Glory of God the Father. 


» .1\/PRopoSsITION XVI. 


tiny opp 


2 


Our Adyerſaries. grant he is a diſtin& Perſon, 


while they deny he is a;diſtin Being. But hi- 


therto their Notion 1s unintelligible, becauſe they 


dont let. us know what they mean by a Perſon, 


that ſo we may underſtand how one and the ſame 
intelligent Being can be three intelligent Perſons. 


I deſire I may have one Reaſon produs'd from 


Scripture to. prove, that the Father, Son, and 


1 Spirit are three diſtin& Perſons, that will not with 


equal Certainty and Clearneſs prove them to be 
three diſtinct Beings. The ſame kind of Reaſons, 


which are uſed in Prop. IV. to prove the Son to 
be a diſtinct Being from the Father, are eaſily, 


applied here to prove the Spirit is a diſtin& Being 


from both. And beſides, as he is a Spirit, he 
miuſt neceſlarily be a diſtin& Being. 


PROP. 


„ 


Paorosirton XVII. 


| Tho- the Scripture doth nor defcribe » 


us what the Nature of the Holz Spine 18; 
yet it re f him always as ſubor 


ip the Eather, and ſo 8 


his Humiliation. 


Tho Deſign ofthe Scriprave ſeems not to be ro. | 


une 1 
nate to the Son, excepting in the Time of 


deſcribe ro us the Eſſence of the Father, or of the 


Son, or of the Holy Spirit; but to give us an % 
Account of their E ces, Works, and Rela- 


lations, cc. in Order to our underſtanding our ll 


— with reference to them. We ſeem hardly 
of underſtanding the Eſſence of a 
By all, -at leaſt none have yet attain'd this 
ledge ; and tis likely that in this preſent State 
none ever will. Tis no Wonder then, that God 
defign'd not to 
Son 3 W . We may 2 
enough perceive thelg are three Spir 

— a Notion have we What a Spirit FN The 
1 


gn of the Scriptures is to rpreſetne God 22 


Being moſt wiſe, holy, — nd 
ern as qur Creator, Preſe 7 


Se. that we love, tovereneR, 8 
him, Cc. thus tis the Deſign of the ſame 


, to ſer forth Chriſt as moſt nearly 
related to God, his on — begotten Son, the A- 
nointed of as a molt excellent Perſon, wha, 


in Obedience to his Father, and in Love to us, 
has taken upon him our Fleſh, and died in it; to 

reconcile us to God, &c. that n 
brought to d upon him as the only Medi- 
ator ; and ſubmit Spc intirely to Bi, and 
come to God only by him. And in lie Manner 
they do give us an Account of the Holy Spirit, for 
_ - as I ſhall mention * 


acquaint us what his own, his I 


But 


thing 
W- 3 By 
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(9) 


But certainly nothing can be clearer, than that 


the always reprefents the Spirit as ſub- 
| ordinate to the Father; ſince he is not only called 


che Spirit of God, the of the Father ; but 
nc ene 5 repreſented as promied, given, and ſous 


2 — he is now ſubordinate, or inferior 


„ ritt is evident from the fame kind of Argu- 
= ments, as he is called the Spirit of Chrift, is 


do be ſent b tho from the Father) rp 5 | 
4 he i — —— Se Fond t in the World, ec. | 
E | hope none will aides at the Exception I 
L | . in og Propoſition, of the Time of hriſt's 
Humiliation: for it carmot reaſonably ſeem - 
3X ſtrange, that when the Logor was ſo abaſed, as to 
be made lower than the Angels, that he ſhould 
E —_— be thought then lower than the _ 
| pirit. 

Poros frIioR XVIE. DO 
The Scriptures give us an Account of the 


1 Works and Operations of the Holy Spirit. 


His Works are ſuch as theſe : thar he moved 
the holy Men! who wrote the Scriptures, form'd 


che Flcth of Chriſt of the Subſtance of the Vir- 


3 pin Mary, was the Conducter of Chriſt thro 

1 Life, is the Worker of Miracles, and t 

8 BSandifier of all the People of God, all holy pit: 

bpoſitions being his Fruits, Cc. 

| PxoposITION XIX. 

| The Scriptures repreſent to us what our 
Duty is with reſpect to the Holy Spirit. 

Wer are to pray to the Father to give his Holy 
FPpirit to us; we are to believe the Word which 
X he moved Men to deliver; we are to be care- 


ful not to grieve, or quench him; but are 
to-lbye in the Spirit; and to wall in the „ that 


F a to order our Lives according to his ord, and 


under his Influence. We are ſikewiſe directed = 
Pp 


it be thought, that there is any Worſhip to be 


pled. I need not ſay how perfeRtly agreeable: this 


14 24 | 
in his Name, and may bleſs in it 4: 
but ve are nowhere directed to pray, or ſolemo-- 
1y me * Gloxy to him, | 

ries pretend that Worſhip is dus +1 

to Grit as the Sram me God ; which if true 
could not in the leaſt be alter d by his Incarva»; } 
tion; and yet we find the Scriptures exprolly | di- 
rect us to pay Worſhip to him: why we, } 
not expect to meet with the ſame Direction con- 
cerning the Honour we are to give to the Holy 
Spirit ? Is it reaſonable to ſuppoſe the Holy Spi- 
rit would be, guilty of ſuch a ſtrange Omiſſion. 
as this muſt be, with reference to himſelf? Can. 


paid to him, which he has nowhere told us is 
our Duty, or of which he has not left us the: 
leaſt Hint ip Scripture, that it was ever practiſed 
by good Men? 


I think, I my very ſafely upon the whole con: 


Prxozosition N OS] 
That the true, and moſt proper 1. bo 
* ble Order of Chriſtian Worſhip 
en tis directed to the F ather, thro? 


the 5 by the Spirit. q 
I can ſee no Room there is for an V Chriſtians | 
to make a Doubt, whether ſuch Worſhip is fit 


for them to join in: it muſt at leaſt be unex-- 
ceptionable, while any other may well be {cru 


is to the Scheme I 7 Pure, as well as ta 
the whole Tenour of the Goſpel ; and how. irre- 
concileable tis to the myſterious Scheme of our 
Adverſaries. I am very ſure tis conſonant ta 
what St. Paul delivers, Eph. ii. 18. For through 


bim [ Chriſt ] we both L. Jews and ones dow 1 


an FS 9 one Vis % 15 5. Father, 


4 


